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FACTS PERTAINING TO REPLY ISSUES 
1. Carol and Derrick were married on June 14, 1986. Findings of Fact in 
Record on Appeal at 78. 
2. Carol and Derrick are the parents of one child, Nathan LaVoie, born July 
14, 1993. Findings of Fact in Record on Appeal at 78. 
3. Carol and Derrick were divorced on June 5,2000 in the state of South 
Dakota. Findings of Fact in Record on Appeal at 78. 
4. After entry of the South Dakota Divorce, Carol moved to Utah, and Derrick 
moved to California. Finding of Fact #s 5 & 6, Record on Appeal at 79. 
5. The South Dakota Decree of Custody was filed as a foreign judgment in the 
Fifth District Court for Washington County, Utah on July 20, 2007. Record on Appeal at 
1. 
6. The trial court entered an order on September 18,2007, stating that the 
court had communicated with the judge of the South Dakota court, and that both judges 
concurred that the jurisdiction in this case should be in the Fifth District Court 
Washington County, Utah. Record on Appeal at 29. 
7. On January 25, 2008, Carol filed a Petition to Modify the Decree of 
Custody, seeking to increase Respondent's child support obligation. Record on Appeal at 
31. 
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8. On October 21, 2009, Derrick filed a Motion to Strike and Dismiss 
Underlying Proceedings for Lack of Subject Matter Jurisdiction. Record on Appeal at 
205. 
9. On November 16, 2009, Carol filed a Memorandum in Opposition to the 
Motion to Strike and Dismiss. Record on Appeal at 213. 
10. On November 24, 2009 Derrick filed a Motion to Strike and replied to 
Carol's opposition. Record on Appeal at 216. 
11. The Motion to Strike and Dismiss Underlying Proceedings for Lack of 
Subject Matter Jurisdiction was submitted for decision on November 24,2009. Record 
on Appeal at 220. 
12. The trial court denied the Motion to Strike and Dismiss Underlying 
Proceedings for Lack of Subject Matter Jurisdiction by written ruling signed on 
December 9, 2009, file stamped by the clerk on December 11, 2009, and entered in the 
case docket and copies sent to counsel on December 14,2009. Record on Appeal at 222. 
13. Derrick filed his Notice of Appeal on Friday, January 8, 2010, and paid the 
proper filing fee. See Addendum (copies of date-stamped Notice of Appeal and cleared 
check). 
14. The Clerk entered the Notice of Appeal and processed the check for the 
filing fee on Monday, January 11,2010. Record on Appeal at 226. 
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ISSUES RAISED 
Carol raised three issues in her brief. First, she argued that the Notice of Appeal 
filed by Derrick was untimely. Second, she argued that subject matter jurisdiction over 
the child support issue is governed by law other than the Uniform Interstate Family 
Support Act Utah Code Ann. § 78B-14-101 through 901(as amended 2008). Finally, 
Carol suggested that personal jurisdiction over Derrick would suffice for subject matter 
jurisdiction over the child support issues in the case. 
ARGUMENT 
POINT I 
NOTICE OF APPEAL WAS TIMELY FILED 
The trial court's order denying Derrick's motion to dismiss for lack of subject 
matter jurisdiction was signed on December 9,2009, but the clerk did not file stamp, or 
enter, the order until December 11, 2009. It was not until December 14, 2009 that the 
clerk entered the order into the docket, and provided copies of the order to counsel. 
Derrick is allowed 30 days from the date of entry of the order to file a timely appeal 
pursuant to the Utah Rules of Appellate Procedure 4(a). The specifics of counting days 
are governed by Utah Rules of Appellate Procedure 22(a). The question then becomes 
which date governs for the beginning of the 30 days within which Derrick's Notice of 
Appeal must be filed? 
The courts of this state have uniformly held that the date of entry of an order or 
notice is the date stamped on the order or notice by the clerk of the trial court. Glacier 
3 
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Land Co., LLC, v. Claudia Klawe & Associates, L.L.C,13% P3d 109, 110-111 (Utah 
App. 2006); Raiser v. Buirley, 54 P.3d 650, 651-652 (Utah App. 2002); State ex rel M.S. 
781 P.2d 1287 (Utah App. 1989). Derrick's Notice of Appeal was filed on January 8, 
2010 at 4:08 PM by placing the same in the drop box at the Fifth District Courthouse for 
Washington County, St. George, Utah, and a copy of the Notice was file-stamped at that 
time. See Addendum copy. A copy of the filing fee check is also attached to the 
Addendum. See Addendum copy. Unfortunately, the drop box is the method of filing 
required by the clerks of the trial court. Because the drop box is not emptied at the end of 
the day, the handling of the Notice of Appeal was delayed until Monday morning, 
January 11, 2010. At 11:14 AM on January 11,2010, the clerk of the trial court entered 
the Notice of Appeal into the docket of this case. The court's order was date stamped as 
entered on December 11,2009. Thirty days from the date stamped on the court's Order 
would be Sunday, January 10, 2010. Under URAP 22(a), the Notice of Appeal was due 
the following Monday, January 11, 2010. Thus, Derrick's Notice of Appeal was timely 
filed, even though delayed in actual filing from January 8 until January 11, 2010. 
POINT II 
CHILD SUPPORT ORDERS ARE GOVERNED BY UIFSA 
Carol argues that because she filed the South Dakota Decree of Custody under the 
Utah Uniform Child Custody Jurisdiction and Enforcement Act (UCC JEA) Utah Code 
Ann. §78B-13-101 et. seq.(as amended 2008), that Utah gained jurisdiction to modify the 
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child support order from the original court. This court specifically addressed the District 
Courts' authority to modify child support orders from other states, in Case v. Case, 103 
P.3d 171 (Utah App. 2004). The Case court recognized the limitation placed on the 
general jurisdiction of the District Courts of this State upon the passage of UIFSA. Case, 
at 174. The Case court specifically stated that a petitioner such as Carol must first 
establish subject matter jurisdiction under Section 401 or 611 of UIFSA, before a trial 
court may proceed on the child support issue. Case, at 176. Section 401 relates to initial 
orders for support, not modification of an existing order from another jurisdiction. Utah 
Code Ann. § 78B-14-401(as amended 2008). Section 611 specifically requires that the 
petitioner seeking modification be a nonresident of this state. Utah Code Ann. § 78B-14-
61 l(l)(a)(ii)(as amended 2008). Like the mother in Case, Carol's remedies are limited to 
pursuing modification in South Dakota, where the initial child support order was entered, 
or going to California, where Derrick lives. Carol cannot leap frog over the subject 
matter jurisdiction requirements of UIFSA by filing her case under the UCCJEA. There 
is no authority for such an argument. Such a position would render the specific 
requirements of UIFSA meaningless. Jurisdiction for custodial issues is governed by the 
UCCJEA, and jurisdiction for child support issues is governed by UIFSA. UIFSA has 
specific steps to jurisdiction, such as enforcement versus modification. The UCCJEA 
does not address these more specific requirements for interstate support orders. 
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POINT III 
PERSONAL JURISDICTION DOES NOT 
CONFER SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION 
Carol also argues that the trial court had jurisdiction in this matter because Derrick 
entered a general appearance and thereby submitted himself to the trial court's 
jurisdiction. Derrick cannot unknowingly waive subject matter jurisdiction. The Case 
court also addressed this argument, and succinctly dismissed the same by stating: 
Personal jurisdiction achieved under sections 201 and 202 does not confer the 
prerequisite subject matter jurisdiction. Case, at 176. Both subject matter jurisdiction 
and personal jurisdiction are required before a trial court can enter a child support order. 
Id. 
ORAL ARGUMENT AND WRITTEN DECISION 
Derrick does not specifically request oral argument or a published opinion, but 
defers to the court, noting that the issue presented tends to recur. 
CONCLUSION 
Derrick's Notice of Appeal was filed on time. The 30th day after entry of the 
order appealed from was Sunday, January 10,2010, making the Notice of Appeal due no 
later than Monday, January 11, 2010. Although presented for filing on Friday, January 8, 
2010, the Notice of Appeal was actually entered by the clerk on Monday, January 11, 
2010. 
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Subject matter jurisdiction to modify another State's child support order is 
governed by UIFSA, and UIFSA requires Carol to return to South Dakota or go to 
California to modify the initial support order. Subject matter jurisdiction over the child 
support order under UIFSA is not conferred under the UCCJEA, which deals with child 
custody issues, not interstate child support issues. 
Carol cannot satisfy the subject matter jurisdictional deficit by substituting 
personal jurisdiction over Derrick. 
The trial court's Order denying Derrick's motion to dismiss for lack of subject 
matter jurisdiction should be overturned. The motion should be granted, and Carol's 
petition to modify the South Dakota support order should be dismissed, the trial court's 
order modifying decree of divorce and the order denying respondent's motion for new 
trial should be vacated. 
DATED this 5th day of October, 2010. 
JONES WALDO HOLBROOK & MCDONOUGH P.C. 
Bv: ikrJUS&Q 
Michael R. Shaw 
Attorneys for Respondent and Appellant 
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I hereby certify that on the 5 day of October, 2010, one CD containing a true and 
correct PDF copy and two true and correct hard copies of the foregoing REPLY BRIEF 
States Mail, postage prepaid, address to the following: 
Brent M. Brindley 
BRINDLEY SULLIVAN 
382 South Bluff Street, #150 
St. George, UT 84770 
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m LH& * 1F1H JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
WASHINGTON COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
CAROL ANN LA V U1L nka 
CAROL ANN HUEBNER, 
Petitioner, 
v. 
DERRICK ROBERT LAVOIE, 
Respondent. 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
Case No. 074500609 
Judge Eric A. Ludlow 
P * • IIJIU - lice is hereby gi v • i n that 
Respondent and Appellant, Derrick R. Lavoie, appeals to the Utah Court of Appeals from the 
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County, signed December 9,2009, and entered by the Clerk on December 11,2009 in the above-
Ciiplionci) matter xw-
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this J) day of January, 2010. 
JONES WALDO HOLBROOK & MCDONQJEJQH P.C. 
\(r~— 
ichael R. Shaw 
Attorneys for Respondent and Appellant 
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